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Both Agarwal and Yamane disclose distributed monitoring 
agents; these types of systems were admitted as prior art and 
distinguished in the present application. However, neither 
Agarwal nor Yamane disclose the operation of sending a request 
from a monitoring agent to a server for operational parameters 
for the monitoring agent, which is specifically recited in method 

claim 1 as happening when the agent detects an outgoing | 

transaction to the server to change its operational parameters, 
or more generally in method claim 6, when the agent detects an 
outgoing transaction to the server. 

Apparently^ the Office action points to column 9 in Agarwal 
as specifically disclosing a transaction concerning operational 
parameters: '"The Tap device 161 communicates with the TAP API 157 
to set up monitoring parameters and to supply monitoring data,'' 
These elements in Agarwal reside on within the client; these 
steps are analogous in the present invention to the monitoring 
agent 220 retrieving its operational parameters from 
configuration file 222. However, the claims of the present 
invention are directed to a specific process for obtaining or 
updating those operational parameters from a management server by 
a distributed monitoring agent; the operational parameters are 
then stored in the configuration file (e.g., claim 2), 

The Office action also points to column 10 and column 16 of 

Yamane as disclosing the exchange of configuration information-: 

between a manager and an agent. However, Yamane does not ' 
disclose the third element of claim 1 as asserted in the 
rejection; at most, Yamane discloses what Applicant already 
admitted as prior art in the background section of the 
specification of the present patent application. The present 
invention is directed to a specific process for the exchange of 
configuration information between a management server and the 
distributed monitoring agents; this exchange is triggered by a 
certain class of events that are detected by a monitoring agent, 
which is not shown in the prior art. lift \^ 
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